
Notes of the West of Horsham Reference Group
24th May & 11th June 2007

The notes of these 2 meetings have been combined as the main focus of both meetings was transport and highways issues.

Attendees 24th May: 
- Vivian Edwards, Malcolm Curnock, Jonathan England, Barbara Hutton (Broadbridge Heath Parish Council)
-John Howberry-Gale, Pat Flaxman, Jackie Hutchinson (Denne Neighbourhood Council)

- Cllr Sally Horner, Cllr David Sheldon, Cllr Sheila Dale
- Cllr Mick Hodgson (West Sussex County Council)

- Paul Rowley, Barbara Childs, Sarah Eastman, Andrew Frost (Horsham District Council Officers)

- Mike Sheehan, Peter Jones (WSP)

- Duncan Barratt (West Sussex County Council, Highways and Transport Department)

Apologies 24th May:

Cllr David Jenkins (Chairman), Helen Dayneswood, Tom Crowley (Horsham District Council Chief Executive), 
1. Welcome / Introductions
Everyone was welcomed to the group.

2. Update on action points from last meeting
No response has yet been received to the request for Reference Group members to provide brief details of the type of project, facility that they may wish to consider funding / grant opportunities for.  Howard Collins is available to discuss this once feedback is received.
The Council has requested that the main developers provide some feedback on the preferred means of meeting the sustainability targets being aimed for – this has not yet been received.
The information on empty business properties had been received by all. It was felt that the level of vacancies backed the view that significant employment provision was not needed West of Horsham.
3.
Key points from the discussion on Highways and Transport

A presentation was given by WSP on the various highways options for the development.  The main points from the discussion are set out below:

· The aim of the discussions and work was to set out the advantages / disadvantages of the various options.

· There is a need to consider not just the principal road network but also the community roads.

· The main transport and highways objectives of the scheme are set out in Policy CP7 of the Core Strategy

· Any scheme must be deliverable i.e.
· Are all of the aspects of the masterplan met?

· It has to work

· Are there other parties involved that may prevent a scheme, does it involve third party land?
· The scheme must be viable

· Broadbridge Heath wished to see traffic taken out of the village

· Denne wished to confirm that links from development and Hills Farm Lane are bus / cycle / pedestrian – this remains the case.

· There would be a phased approach to the delivery of the infrastructure, it may also be possible to provide a junction that is compatible with any future growth plans of Tesco.

· A Compact junction (i.e. one which has shorter slip roads and therefore enables the southern slip roads of Farthings Hill Junction to remain open) will require a 60mph speed limit on the A24 this may result in the need for significant lighting, potentially from the railway line and beyond Farthings.

· There are reservations about the ‘At Grade’ junction (i.e. it is at the same level as the road – most likely to be a roundabout), it would stop traffic on the A24, could increase accidents, but improvements could be provided elsewhere on the route.  This solution costs more than grade separated and contrary to WSCC policy.

· Denne do not want to see the southern slip roads of Farthings Hill Junction closed.
· There is a wish to create a village environment that is as safe as possible, with limited traffic.

· A dual carriageway linking the A24 with the A264 will take traffic out of the main part of the village, but there may well still be a need for development to the south of it.
· The impact of the schemes on Horsham town has yet to be examined in detail but reductions in traffic could be achieved through the use of a high quality bus scheme, this would also provide an improved service to existing residents as well as new.

· Denne requested figures on the impact on Worthing Road of closing the southern slip roads of Farthings Hill Junction. 
· Broadbridge Heath requested that a public consultation exercise took place on traffic calming within the village as part of the consultation on the masterplan towards the end of the year.
A matrix of the various junction options was presented.  The Reference Group was requested to review the information presented, provide any feedback and to weight the matrix of options.  These responses formed the basis of the meeting on the 11th June as set out below.
Attendees 11th June: 

- Vivian Edwards, Malcolm Curnock, Jonathan England, Barbara Hutton (Broadbridge Heath Parish Council)

-John Howberry-Gale, Pat Flaxman, Jackie Hutchinson (Denne Neighbourhood Council)

- Cllr Sally Horner, Cllr David Sheldon , Cllr David Jenkins (Chairman),

- Cllr Mick Hodgson (West Sussex County Council)

- Paul Rowley, Barbara Childs, Sarah Eastman, Helen Sissons, Andrew Frost, Jim Gee (Horsham District Council Officers)

- Rachel / Matthew (Members of Hyper)
Apologies 11th June:
Helen Dayneswood, Tom Crowley (Horsham District Council Chief Executive,) Cllr Sheila Dale
1. Feedback from Highways and Transport Discussions

Broadbridge Heath had presented the highways and transport information to a meeting of their Parish Council on the 4th June.  They had added two additional criteria to the list:

· Local and through traffic separated

· Ease of East – West through traffic on southern bypass

They weighted the matrix 1: Not important, through to 10: Very important and assumed that there was a high capacity east – west link road.  They did not consider the impact of traffic calming as they wished this to be the subject of further consultation.  They made their assumptions based on limited knowledge of specific details of dwellings and community building locations available at that time and felt that it should be verified by modelling.
The matrix as weighted by Broadbridge Heath is attached to this note.
Denne ranked the various options and felt that option 4 (Grade separated with over-lapping slips) came first, and option 5 (Compact grade separated) came second.  They particularly did not wish to see the southern slips on Farthings Junction closed and no re-routing of Horsham traffic.  They wished to support Broadbridge Heath Parish Council in meetings its objectives.  They queried how far lighting would be required for the compact junction and whether it could be low level lighting.
Denne felt that they needed to know more about the routing of traffic on the eastern side of the site and the bus / pedestrian / cycle links.  There was also a wider discussion on the potential to widen and light the existing A24 footbridge.  

The Developers and Landowners have also met to look at the options and their responses are being collated.  So far concern had been expressed about the ability to access the Old Wickhurst Lane properties. 

	Decision Matrix

	Selection Criteria

	
	Criteria
	Deliverable
	No Forced Routing of Horsham Traffic
	No Delay for traffic on A24
	Direct A24 Access For New settlement
	Limited Impact During Construction
	Enables Some Relief for Farthings Hill Interchange
	Limited Visual Impact
	Good Integration With Surroundings
	Local and through traffic separated
	Ease of East West through traffic on southern bypass
	Total Score

	 
	Alternatives
	Weighting
	1
	10
	5
	10
	1
	10
	5
	5
	10
	10
	

	1
	Grade Separated Access with Closure of Farthings Hill Slips
	3
	3
	1
	10
	5
	25
	5
	50
	5
	5
	3
	30
	1
	5
	1
	5
	1
	10
	1
	10
	153

	2
	Grade Separated Access with No North Facing Slips
	5
	5
	1
	10
	5
	25
	3
	30
	5
	5
	3
	30
	1
	5
	1
	5
	1
	10
	1
	10
	135

	3
	Grade Separated Access with Parallel Slip Roads
	1
	1
	5
	50
	5
	25
	3
	30
	5
	5
	3
	30
	1
	5
	1
	5
	5
	50
	3
	30
	231

	4
	Grade Separated Access with Over-Lapping Slip Roads
	1
	1
	5
	50
	5
	25
	5
	50
	5
	5
	5
	50
	1
	5
	1
	5
	5
	50
	5
	50
	291

	5
	Compact Grade Separated Access
	5
	5
	5
	50
	3
	15
	5
	50
	5
	5
	3
	30
	1
	5
	1
	5
	1
	10
	3
	30
	205

	6
	At-Grade Signal Access
	5
	5
	5
	50
	1
	5
	5
	50
	1
	1
	3
	30
	5
	25
	3
	15
	1
	10
	3
	30
	221


Scoring Values

High = 5, Medium = 3, Low = 1

Weighting Values
Most Important = 10, Equally Important = 5, Least Important = 1

 

Note: 
- Be sure to define your scoring scheme clearly. Determine the scoring range (e.g., 1 to 5 or 1, 3, 5) and ensure that all team members have a common understanding of what high, medium, and low scores represent.  

-Word your criteria and set the scales so that the high end of the scale (5 or 3) is always the rating that would tend to make you select that option: most impact on customers, greatest importance, least difficulty, greatest likelihood of success.  The higher the score the more the alternative satisfies the objective.

- If some decision criteria are more important than others, review and agree on appropriate WEIGHT to assign (e.g., 1, 5, 10).  The weight reflects the relative importance of the criteria. Then multiply the SCORE by the weighting factor.  
3. Built / Formal Recreation facilities


The level of provision likely to be sought for formal open space and leisure provision was discussed and initial locations presented.  This formed the basis of a wide ranging discussions including input from the 2 members of Hyper, the key points of which were:

· The masterplan will include land for the expansion of the existing Broadbridge Heath Leisure Centre.  It will also make reference to the potential to completely upgrade the whole facility as it is out dated and requires significant improvements to bring it up to today’s standards.  It was stressed by Jim Gee that the development needed to provide for both a District level of provision and local need, there was, for example, a District need for indoor tennis courts that might be provided on the site.  It may be that some facilities can be combined but there will still be local facilities as part of the development.
· On the Denne side of the A24 it is anticipated that playing pitches plus community building will be provided on the other side of the river from the existing pitches on Hills Farm Lane.  They could be linked by a footbridge and enable the provision of changing facilities within the community building for all the pitches.  There was also potential for the community building to incorporate a ‘social / sports’ club / other community rooms.  This could provide for many of the needs of the community in that area, including meeting rooms, changing rooms, social club.
· On the Denne side of the A24, large areas of informal open space would be provided alongside the river, protecting the floodplain and the areas of greatest biodiversity.  There is also a need to keep an area of land affected by the odour from the sewage works free from the most vulnerable uses.  There is potential to provide allotments for the community in this location.  Important hedgerows and trees would be, where possible, protected and enhanced to provide wildlife corridors.
· On the Broadbridge Heath side of the site, it was considered that Broadbridge Heath Football Club and a number of the other sporting facilities requested by the community could be provided on land to the south of the new east – west link road adjacent to the floodplain.  There would be a need for some form of associated building and parking and would provide potentially a permanent home for the football club.  (This would be subject to further negotiation and agreement with who ever ultimately is responsible for the land).  Other locations for such a facility were discussed, including a more village central location, but there were concerns about the vitality of a village with such a large level of open space in its centre.  Some allotments would be provided within the site.
· On the Broadbridge Heath side of the site, informal open space would be provided on the northern side of High Wood Hill and as part of the protection of the floodplain and important trees, hedgerows and ancient lanes.

4. Community Facilities

A similar discussion was held on the provision of community facilities, again the key points are set out below:

· Provision of non-uniform youth facilities – It was felt that such facilities should not be in an isolated position, but that care also had to be taken not to disturb neighbours.  Such facilities could be provided in conjunction with the village centre in Broadbridge Heath and the Needles Community building in Denne.
· The retention of the Needles Community Centre was discussed.  Jim Gee confirmed that work was ongoing after extensive public involvement.  Once complete the lifespan of the building would be about 20 years before further significant investment is likely to be required.  It was felt that providing some funding towards that building rather than an entirely new facility was more appropriate.  There was still some concern about the lifespan of the building expressed by Denne.
· It was anticipated that Tanbridge House School may expand and that the Council had been made aware of discussions taking place with Kings Church on sharing facilities.

· There was a need to consider scouting provision possibilities across the site, could these be linked with new facilities.  Broadbridge Heath are keen to see the future of the Sea Cadets examined as they currently take a significant area of space within the existing Village Centre buildings.  Viv Edwards will provide the Sea Cadets with the Councils contact details and ask them to contact the department ASAP to discuss the future.

· It was felt that there was a need to consider further the needs of girls, as there was an overemphasis on football provision, there was support for more ‘multi-sports’ pitches and a discussion about what other activities they might be interested in e.g. conservation, basketball.  The types of sporting and other facilities will form part of the SPD consultation and this is something that the group needs to continue to examine.  It was felt that not everyone knew the types of facilities available to them and that there could be a need to ensure these are advertised to the new and existing residents.  

5. Informal Open Space / Natural Greenspace

The majority of the issues had been discussed in previous sections.  The ecological reports were noted and further details requested.  Officers expressed concerns about making the information public at this stage due to the need to protect various species.  
It was felt by members of the group that there may be a need to investigate further the southern end of Mill Lane and Old Wickhurst Lane as there may be areas of archaeological interest.  There was also a wish to see many of the buildings listed and trees protected, even though they are outside of the development area.  There was a wish to look further at the former Fulling Mill and floodgates to the south of High Wood Hill.

6.
Update on Work Programme

A youth focused consultation event has been investigated and work is ongoing, a variety of consultation methods were discussed at the meeting on the 11th June.  The Council will approach Tanbridge House School and the local Primary Schools to discuss their involvement.  In addition the Council will have a stand at the Life is for Living event in Horsham which is geared towards older people.  Further work will be done on this element of the consultation process and fed back to the group once finalised.  The comments made by the members of Hyper were extremely valuable and will be integral to the consultation undertaken.
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